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| Reverend Brethren, 


H E Attack publickly made upon 4 
Articles of the Church of England muſt 
of Neceſſity have engaged your Attention; and 
the invidious Reflections which, in Defiance 
of all Decency and Charity, have been caſt 
upon thoſe who have given their Aſſent to 
them, muſt have quickened this Attention in 
all who have any Degree of Senſibility or Con- 
cern for their Reputation. Indeed the Charge 
brought againſt us is of ſo ſerious a Nature, and 
is made with ſuch an uncommon Degree of 
Confidence, that it behoves us to conſider well 
upon what Ground we ſtand. It amounts in 
Fact to this ; --- * That no Man of Senſe can 
« believe the Articles, and no honeſt Man can 
« ſubſcribe to them.” It is however ſome Con- 
ſolation to us, under this heavy Imputation to 
reflect, that if we cannot eſcape: Abuſe, we are 
abuſed in good Company; as we are in this 
Reſpect no more deficient in Point of Senſe and 
Honeſty, than many of the moſt illuſtrious Men 
that this or any other Nation ever produced; 
Men of the greateſt Abilities and Integrity ; 
di * whoſe 


ot. 
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whoſe whole Lives were employed, with the 
Advantages of every Kind of ſubſidiary Learn- 


ing, in a laborious Study of the Scriptures :--- 


Some, who were engaged in the great and ar- 
duous Work of the Reformation of Religion; 


0 and others who have defended that Reforma- 


tion by Writings, : which will convey their Me- 
mories to Poſterity with Honour. Indeed, the 
N ames of Cranmer, Latimer, Ridley, | Feel, 
Hooker, Chillingworth, at the Head * a thou- 
fand more that will dignify the Catalogue, are 
ſo reſpectable : and venerable, that a modeſt Man 
of inferior Attainments would almoſt be incli- 
ned to take up the Sentiment of the Young 


Man“ in Cicrko, Errare mehercule malo cum 


Platone, quam cum „Hir Vera entire. This at 
leaſt he may think and ſay,---That no Man 
need be aſbamed of holding Opinions in Mat- 
ters of Religion which they maintained; and 
that if no Reproach can be caſt upon him 
which will not fall wich equal Weight upon 
them, all ſuch Reproach | is honourable. 


But it was their Misfortune i it feems; to have 
lived in Times of | Ignorance and Reſtraint, 
from which the en Age enli ghtened by 


The ** and M, which mark the Dialogue in the Tyſ- 


rr Tz denote Aduleſeess and Magifter. Vide Bentley's 
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new Diſcoveries, '\and tincontrouled:in-the free 
Exerciſe of Reafon, is happily diſerigaged. 
Practical Religion, I may venture to affirm; has 
gained no Ground from the Improvements of 
the Times; neither can I perſuade myſelf that 
our modern Refinements have at all mended 
the Syſtem of our Faith in it's. Principles or 
Doctrines. They have been of little Uſe to out 
beſt and ableſt Divines down to the preſeut 
Times, who have all along adhered to the Plats 
form of Religion as ſettled by our firſt Reform- 
ers. Such as have-either-compiled-regular'Sy1- 
tems of our Faith, or have explained particular 
Branches of it, have, in general, maintained 
im many excellent and applauded Writings on 
a great Vatiety of Subjects, which all together 
take in the whole Plan of our Religion, a per- 
feat Agreement with the Articles of our Church. 
This could not have happened if theſe Artidles 
had propoſed to their Acceptance many abſurd 
and unſcriptural Propoſnions. Theſe Writers 
certainly had Senſe enough to k¹nñö]] What was 
rational, and Learning enough to diſcoter he- 
thet the Articles contradifted the Scriprures or 
not. They. were Men of too much Virtue ant 
Honour to be charged with Hipocriſy; and too 
wiſe and ſenſible to be miſled by Prejudice. 


Candour and even Ju ſtice will oblige 8 to ſup- 
Poſe, that their Judgment in Matters which 
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( 4 ) 
they appear to have well conſidered and under- 
ſtood had confirmed the Principles of their 


Education. But it is the common Cant of 


Scepticiſm to attribute the Reception of eſta- 
bliſhed Doctrines, merely becauſe they are eſ- 
tabliſhed, to Prejudice or ſomething worſe; 


whilſt every extravagant Notion of a fanciful 


Brain ſhall be the Offspring of unprejudiced 
Reaſon, whenever it contradicts a e 


e 


. 


Theſe Reflections are intended to * a 
more favourable Acceptance of my preſent Diſ- 
courſe; wherein I ſhall endeavour to explain 
the more obnoxious Articles of our Church, 
by ſuch fair and equitable Rules of Interpre- 
tation as will prove them to contain, in Con- 
junction with the reſt, a rational and conſiſtent 
Scheme of Chriſtian Doctrine, agreeing in 
every Point with the Scriptures. And if this 


_ Undertaking may be of Uſe to remove any diſ- 


quieting Doubts or Suſpicions which the con- 


fident Aſſertions of our Cenſurers may have 


raiſed in any of your Minds, I ſhall not have 
beſtowed my Pains, nor Vou your Attention in 
vain. * | | 


An Opinion has dias tiken up, ak tat 
Streſs has been laid wa it, that all the Arti- 
cles 


9 
Wh 


1 
cles of the Church of England muſt be inter- 
preted in one certain determinate Senſe, which 
can be no other than that of the Compilers of 
them; and that unleſs we certainly know what 
that one Senſe is, and take them in that Senſez 
we cannot in Conſcience ſubſeribe to them. 
Now thoſe that are beſt acquainted with the 
Hiſtory of the Articles know veryi well; that 
ſome of the principal Compilers of them wei 
of different Opinions concerning the Doctrine 
contained in ſome of them; and that they 
were purpoſely expreſſed in ſuch Terms) as do 


not fix one preciſe definitive Senſe on thoſe 


Parts of Scripture upon which they are: found- 
ed. Mr. Fuller in his Church: Hiſtory, in An- 
ſwer to thoſe <© who taxed the Compoſers for 
too much Favour extended in their large 
« Expreſſions clean through the Contexture of 
of the Articles,”, obſerves, «That they were 
« penned in comprehenſive Words to take in 
« all who differing in the Branches, meet in 
the Root of the ſame Religion.” They evi- 
dently intended ſuch a Latitude-as would: admit 
the Aſſent of moderate Perſons of What was 
afterward called the Arminian as well as of the 
Catviniftic Perſuaſion, yet fo as exclude the 
extravagant Notions of each Party. Not- 
| withſtanding therefore the hard Names that 
have been given to ſome religious and conſei- 
te 22 | encious 


(N 1 
encious Men for having made Uſe of their Li- 
betty in this Matter, I am fully perſuaded that 


different Perſons may with a ſafe Con ſciĩence 


ſubſcribe in different Senſes, to thoſe Articles; 

which are not ſo definitively expreſſed as to af- 

certain preciſely the Doctrines they propole; 

provided they interpret them ſoberly, and con- 
fiſtently with the general purport of the Ar- 

tieles. There is no Prevarication in this, if 
they only take the Liberty which it was the 
intention of the Compilers to allow them. 
And that it was their intention to allow this 
Uberty to others is plain, becauſe they took it 
themſelues; having Enowingiy (as they could not 
be ignorant of each others Sentiments.) recei- 
ved ſeveral of the Articles under different Ex- 
planations of the Doctrines they contain “.. 


. OT | . KI ene © * 
* Thoſe that will not allow the Authority of che Declaration 
of K. James I. muſt aflow it to be an Eviabme öf tlie early afid 
Fir} opinion that prevailed as to the claim of the Latitude 
ere mentioned. It ſets forth, that there was a Difference amon 

Churehman in ſome vurious points, wherein they all tobt the Articles 
of the Church of England to be for them, and upon that account 7% 
all willingly ſubeſribed do i 45 — k is intimated in the Tame 
Derlaratios that the Articles were intended © 74 tonſtr b an 
maintain the Church in the Unity of true Religion and in the Bond 
, Plate. And how are we directed to maintain this — 4 
Act of the 13 Elix. c. 12. forbids — Mm 
eto maintain or affirm any Doctrine directly contrary or repugnant ſo 
Any of the XXX Articles Differetic Expoſitiohs 57 Arc. 
den purpoſely — in general terms ab 2 — — 
Expreſſion ate by no means directly contrary to them. Before an 

afteh this Ack was made: very-entfribit Ment in che Church unter- 
Nod ſome of them differently 3 whiche oceafioned che Declard- 
tion of K. James I. to forbid Diſputes about them, enjolving 
n 81. 2 
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third Article, O Chriſt's Deſcent into Hell. 


Our Reformers very well knew that the Fa- 
thers and ſeveral learned Men had given very 
different Explanations of this Article of the 
Creed, and it 4s probable they underſtood it 
in different Senſes themſelves. And therefore 
they have left every Man at liberty to receive 
it in whatever Senſe he thinks the beſt, and 
moſt analogous to the Chriſtian Faith; having 
purpoſely ſtruck out the paſſage originally in- 
ſerted in it which confined it to-one-particular 
Senſe. 1 Vor 23 | 


We may find an inſtance of the ſame Kind 
in the ſeventeenth Article concerning Predeſtination 
and Election; which has often been caſt in our 
teeth as maintaining the rigid Doctrines of 
rank Calviniſm, which we are not ſuppoſed 


to admit. Predeſtination is ſo defined in this 


Article as to make no expreſs mention of the 
Decrees of God being founded in his Fore- 
knowledge of, and having reſpect to, the 
Qualifications of the Elect. The Reaſon of it 


them to be received generally as thoſe parts of Scripture were to be 


zeceived upon which they were founded, in order to preſerve the 8 


Peace of the Church, where a Unity of Opinion was not expected 
to be maintained in curious and not neceſſary points of Doctrine. 
The Rule intended to be obſerved (and a very good Rule it is.) 
Was this; In necefſariis Unitas, in non- nech ſariis Libertas, in omni+ 
bur Charitas © 7 | e 

D appears 
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appears to have been this. Good Works were 
ſuppoſed to make a principal Part of theſe 
Qualifications: And there being different 
Opinions in regard to the Efficacy of ſuch 
Works as pertaining to Grace and Salvation, 
they were omitted in the Article but not exclu- 
ded: --- Omitted ; to fatisfie thoſe who were 
jealous of giving the leaſt encouragement to 


the Popiſh Doctrine of Merit: but not ex- 


cluded ; ſo as to countenance the Notion that 
the Decrees or God were arbitrary, without any 


Reſpect to Mens Actions and Behaviour. For 


that it did not exclude the reſpect which the 
Divine Preſcience has to the uſe of Man's 
Free-will in Concurrence with the Operation 
of Grace is evident from the other Parts of the 


Article. For it ſays, the Elect of God obey 


the Calling through Grace. There muſt there- 
fore be a Concurrence of their own: Will in 
this Obedience; otherwiſe: it would not be 
Obedience, but unavoidable. Neceſſity. It 
guards the Doctrine againſt the pernicious 


Effects of Preſumption and Deſpair, the cer- 


tain Conſequences of a ſuppoſed abſolute Pre- 
deſtination; and then tells us, that the Pro- 
« miſes of God are to be received generally, as 


* they are propoſed to us in the holy Scrip- 


&« tures.” Here is no particular Limitation of 
the Promiſes of our ; and therefore the Ar- 
ticle 


Wet 
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ticle may be received, as it was intended to 
be received, by Perſons who interpret the 
Scriptures differently, but not dangeroufly, as 
to the Extent of Gods Purpoſes of Salvation.* 
This Article will meet us again in another 
view which will give it (till leſs of a Calviniſtic 
Appearance. 


Having ſaid thus much concerning the La- 
titude of Explanation intended to be allowed 
by the Compilers of the Articles, and which 
of conſequence we have a right to take, I ſhall 
proceed to lay down ſome Rules neceflary to a 
right Interpretation of them, which I ſhall 
exemplifie by ſome particular Articles that are 
deemed moſt liable to Exception. And theſe 
Rules will be ſuch as muſt confeſſedly be ob- 
ſerved in the Expoſition of the Scriptures 


* This matter is more fully explained in the Reformatio Legum, 
the Ground york of the XXXIX Articles compiled by our firſt 
Reformers in Edw. VI reign, and in which Peter Martyr, a 
moderate Calviniſt, had a hand; Calvin himſelf having offered 


his Aſſiſtance, which to his great mortification was rejected. 


The Article of Predeſtination having ſet forth, that the Con- 
* fideration of it requires in us the greateſt Exactneſs and Per- 
* feftion of Virtue, and depreſſes all vain and preſumptuous 
« Thoughts of our own Sufficiency ; and that God never ordains 
*« any Thing unjuſtly, nor compels any Man to Sin,” adds in 
the cloſe of it theſe Words Quaproptor omnes admonendi ſunt, ut 
in actionibus ſuſcipiendis ad Decreta Prædeſtinationis ſe non reftrant, 
ſed univerſam Vitz ſue rationem ad Dei Leges accumauent, cùm er 
promiſſiones Bonis & minas Malis in Sacrig Scriptyris generaliter pro- 
peſitas contemplentur. | | 


* B them 


Ci 
themſelves, and indeed in the equitable Con- 


ſtruction of any Body of Laws or Statutes 
whatſoever. 


The firſt Rule is, „that a Conſiſtency 
e throughout muſt be preſerved in our Expla- 
*« nations, and one Article muſt not be ſo un- 
« derſtood as to ſet it at variance with itſelf, 
or with any other Article.” 


Thus, if we are at a loſs to know in what 
Senſe we are to underſtand the 20" Article, 
when it ſays that the Church has Authority 
in Controverſies of Faith,” let us take in the 
latter part of it, and compare it likewiſe with 
_ which immediately precede and follow 

If by the Church is meant the Repreſen- 
tative of the viſible CHurch of Chriſt in a 
General Council, the 21* Article declares, 
that theſe not only may err, but actually have 
erred in Matters of Faith, and conſequently 
cannot have Authority to bind their Deciſions 
upon all Chriſtians. If it means a Church, un 
I ſuppoſe it to mean, as defined in the 19® 
Article “to be a viſible Congregation of the 


Faithful, in which the pure Word of God 


« js preached, and the Sacraments rightly ad- 
* minſtered according to Chriſt's Inſtitution,” 
we are there told that this Church may err 


even 


F 
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even in Matters of Faith; and it inſtances in 
the Churches of Jeruſalem, Alexandria and 
Antioch as well as Rome. And I never heard 
that the Church of England ever laid any claim 
to Infallibility. Yet this Church in the 20® 
Article aſſerts its Authority in ſettling contro- 
verted points of Faith; but obſerve, that it is 
under this declaration, which faves the Rights 
of private Judgment, „that it cannot decree 
« any thing contrary to the written Word of 
« God, or obtrude any thing upon others as 
« neceſſary to Salvation, that cannot be proved 
« thereby.” In what Senſe then are we to 


underſtand that the Church declares herſelf 


2 conſiſtently with thoſe other Articles, * to 


have Authority in Controverſies of Faith?“ 
She confines herſelf to thoſe within her own 
Pale : She arrogates no Authority to herſelf 
but what ſhe allows to all other Chriſtian 
Churches ; namely, that ſhe has a Right to 
ſettle that Formulary of Doctrines which all 
who profeis themſelves to be of this Church 
are obliged to receive, and that ſhe has a Right 
to require from whatever Members of it the 
thinks fit a formal Aſſent to the Articles of 
Faith which ſhe has eſtabliſhed. She has taken 
great pains and care to frame them agreeably 
to the true Doctrines of Scripture, to which, 
ſhe makes the Appeal always to lie: And if 
— B 2 any 


( 12 ) 

any one thinks them not to be ſo, ſhe does not 
compell him to embrace them, but if he 
openly rejects them, ſhe aſſerts her undoubted 
Right not to receive him as one of her Com- 
munion. 


Let us, if you pleaſe, turn to the Q1* Ar- 


ticle, and ſee what Aſſiſtance it will give us 


in the Explanation of ſome others. This 
Article declares, that the Oblation of Chriſt 
e was a perfect Redemption, Propitiation and 
Satisfaction for all the Sins of the whole 
% World, as well Original as Actual.“ Now 
F cannot conſiſtently with this Doctrine poſſi- 
bly interpret the 17* Article concerning Pre- 
deſtination ſo as to exclude any Perſon whatſo- 
ever from the benefits of this expiatory Sacri- 
fice by a ſuppoſed abſolute, unconditional, 
irreverſible Decree of God, ſubſiſting from all 
Eternity. Not a ſingle Perſon is excluded by 
the former Article from the benefits of Chriſt's 
Redemption ; the latter therefore does not 
only not require, but will not allow me, to 
receive it in a Senſe which of neceſſity ſhuts 
out the greater part of the World from a poſſi- 


bility of Salvation®. I am not authoriſed by 


*The Notion of Dy: verſal Redemption runs through all the 
Offices of our Litargy, which may be conſidered, in general, as 
the beſt Comment upon the Articles, and a ſure Criterion of 
the Senſe of the Compilers of them; and wherein we do not 


"find 


* 
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any of our Articles to ſearch into the Decrees 
of the Almighty, as they reſpect the final ſtate 
of particular Perſons. They ſtand or fall to their 
own Maſter. I acquieſce, as I am directed by 
the Articles to do, in the general Declaration 
of God's Promiſes and Threats, and in the 
Aſſurance which the Scriptures give me, that 
the Fudge of all the Earth will do Right, and 


that he will reward every Man according to his 
Works, 


Nor can I interpret the 10 Article, of Free- 
will in a Senſe that favours the Doctrine of 
unconditional Decrees by ſuppoſing Man to 
have nothing to do, but to be merely paſſive 
in the Work of his Salvation. The Article 
itſelf is perfectly agreeable to the Doctrine 
of St. Paul, who does not make the Operation 
of the Divine Grace to be a Reaſon for our 
doing nothing for ourſelves, but on the con- 
trary, it is the very Reaſon given . we ſhould 
work out aur own Saluation. For tho' our own 
find the leaft Countenance given in any one inftance to the rigid 
Notions of Calviniſm. The point of Univer/al Redemption is the. 
chief Article of the Diſpute betwixt the Arminians and Calvi- 
niſt:, and (as the learned Dr. Whitby obſerves.) draws all the 
reft after it. The Church therefore in this leading and funda- 


mental point of all, oppoſes in direct terms the Doctrine of 
Calvin, — For a full fatisfaQtion in this matter, I muſt refer the 


Reader to a very learned and judicious Treatiſe intitled, An 
Apology for the Church of England; Printed by E. Midwinter, 
London. | | 


Strength 
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Strength is not ſufficient, yet our Weakneſs 


will be made ſtrong by the Grace of God diſ- 
poſing us to begin, and enabling us to perform 
the Work. When I allow therefore that a 


Man cannot by his own natural Powers make 


either a Beginning or Progreſs in the Chriſtian 


Life without the Grace of God preventing or 


diſpoſing him, and co-operating or working with 


him; as it is evident by the Word co-operating 
that the Article does not reject the Uſe and 


Effect of Men's natural Powers in the caſe, 
ſo neither does it reſtrain the Influence of 


God's Grace to any particular Perſons, | but 


leaves all Men under a capacity of receiving it 


in ſuch meaſure as it ſhall pleaſe God to beſtow 


it. The nice Scholaſtic diſtinctions concerning 
the Metaphyſical Nature, Kinds, and Opera- 


tions of Grace the Article has no concern 
with, nor have they any concern with the 


Faith of a Chriſtian. 


It will be a farther Illuſtration of this Rule 
of Compariſon if we take a view of two other 
Articles, viz. the 11* and the 12, which relate 
to Tuftification and Good Works. By comparing 
theſe together we learn what is meant by Juſti- 
fication. Thoſe are ſaid to be Tuſtiſied, who are 


accounted Juſt or Righteous before God; and 
ſuch =wP are they who have their Sins expia- 


ted 


( as 
ted and forgiven, and by that means eſcape the 
Severity of the Divine Judgment. They ſtand 
acquitted of all their Offences before the Tri- 
bunal of God. And what can put Sinful 
Man in this State but the Oblation of Chriſt 
which has made the atonement? But the 
Application of Chriſt's meritorious Sufferings 
belongs to none, who have heard the glad 
Tydings of the Goſpel, but thoſe who believe 
in him. And therefore Juſtification is ſaid to 
be by Faith: not as the meritorious Cauſe, 
but the inſtrumental one, by which an Inte- 
reſt in Chriſt's Merits is conveyed to every ſin- 


= cere Believer. And when Juſtification 1s ſaid 


to be by Faith only, as this Propoſition does 
not detract from the Efficacy of Chriſt's Satis- 
faction, ſo neither does it exclude, but on the 
contrary ſuppoſes the neceſſity of Good Works ; 
1. e. Works which the ann Faith lays 
upon us as a Duty. For the 12 Article de- 
clares, that Wee they have no part in the 
Expiation of our Offences, yet they are the 
only Evidences of a juſtifying Faith, which is 
the Tree that bears the Fruit. And where 
the Fruit does not appear, the Tree itſelf has 
no Virtue in it, but muſt be reputed as dead. 
And this clear and indubitable Senſe of the 
Articles reconciles all variance betwixt Faith 
and Good Works, afligns to each their proper 


* Province, 
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Province, and ſtands clear of all thoſe Scho- 


A ſecond Rule to be obſerved in the Inter- 
pretation of the Articles is this; * where there 
«are any general Poſitions contained in or re- 
« ferred to and confirmed by the Articles, 
ce which cannot be received but under certain 
« Reſtrictions and Limitations, thoſe Reſtric- 
te tions and Limitations ought to be made and 
& received; juſt in the ſame manner as we re- 
ic ceive many abſolute Declarations in the Scrip- 
« tures themſelves, which no one ever under- 
te ſtands or interprets but under proper Reſtric- 
« tions and Explanations.” For inſtance: It is 
our Saviour's own Declaration, He that beheveth 
and is baptized ſhall be ſaved, but he that believeth 
not ſhall be damned. Mark 16. 16. This Text is 
not to be underſtood as admitting no Excepti- 
ons; for we believe that many be ſaved by the 
uncovenanted Mercy of God, through the Merits 
of Chriſt, who have not believed in him, having 
never heard of his Name, or who never had 


the Goſpel propoſed to them in its true and 


genuine form. And Baptiſm is only generally 
neceſſary to Salvation, there being many poſ- 
fible caſes wherein it is not neceſſary. The 


opinion 


# 


1 


laſtic Intricacies which are of no uſe. but to 
perplex and confound the common Senſe of 
Mankind. 


1 * 
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opinion of our firſt Reformers, as we find it 


in the Reformatio Legum was this; Salus ilis 
ſalum adimitur, qui ſacrum hunc Baptiſm fontem 
contemnunt, aut ſuperbid quidam ab eo, vel con- 
tumatid, refiliunt, The ſame Principle has a 
claim to be admitted in determining the Senſe 

of thoſe Clauſes in the Athanaſian Creed which 
make the Catholic Faith, as therein explained, 
neceſſary to Salvation. It cannot be neceſſary 
in thoſe who have not capacity and abilities to 


underſtand the Intention and Meaning of it“. 


The Clauſes have a reſpect, as the whole 
Creed has, to thoſe who, by explaining away 
the Divinity and Incarnation of Chriſt, ſub- 
verted the very foundation of - Chriſtianity, 
which is laid in the Doctrines of Atonement 
and Redemption. Nor does the Sentence of 
Condemnation reach even thoſe who might 
poſſibly not perceive the evil tendency and 
conſequence of their Errors. An Opinion 
indeed is Heretical which overthrows any 
fundamental Doctrine of Religion. But the 
Malignity or Sinful Nature of Hereſy does 


There are may reaſons why the Athanaſian Creed ſhould 
be retained by our Articles; but I could never ſee the pro- 
priety of it's having been introduced into our Liturgy, as it 
cannot be ſeen in it's true light, nor rightly underſtood, without 
knowing the Errours which it oppoſes, and which very few in 
any Congregation. can' be ſuppoſed to know. I do not find 
. © makes a part of the Service in any other Chriſtian 

urch. | | 
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1060 not lie in the Errour of the Judgment, but in 
10 the pride of the Heart and the perverſeneſs of 
Wh the Will. Hereſies of this kind St. Athanafius 
0 may be allowed to call, becauſe St. Peter calls 
Ill] them ſo, damnable Herejies, of Men who denied 
die Lord that bought them; * Aires dm 
10 Hereſies of Perdition to thoſe who perſiſted 
Il! in them againſt all rational means of Convic- 
5 tion. 2 Pet. 2. 1. The Apoſtles Authority will 
vindicate, under theſe * the une 
i the Creed. 


| l 0 a this Rule likewiſe to the 9 Article, 
in which Concupiſcence, upon the Authority of 
10 an Apoſtle, is ſaid to have the Nature of Sin. 
Il! No fair Interpreter will ſuppoſe that either the 
16 6ů Apoſtle or the Compilers of the Articles meant 
that the Natural Affections and Appetites di- 
rected to their proper Objects, and moving in 
kheir proper Sphere, muſt neceſſarily raiſe in 
(IN us Sinful Deſires, by which alone they become 
00 Sinful themſelves. Concupiſcence begets Evil 
ll Defires, and Evil Defires muſt proceed from 
an Evil Principle. We muſt Interpret the Ar- 
ticle as we do the 10" Commandment.--- And 
the former part of the Article which relates to 
12000 the Original Corruption of Man, as the Cauſe 
Ill of evil Concupiſcence, muſt be interpreted by 
0 the ſame Rule. It aſſerts the fallen State of 
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Man, and the Great Depravation of every 


Mlan's Nature, that is deſcended from Adam, 


mclining bim to Evil; inſomuch that the Fleſh 


is repreſented to be always luſting againft the 


Spirit, and every Man is ſuppoſed to have a 
natural propenſity to Evil, which working 
Evil deſervedly ſubjects him to the Divine 
Wrath and Condemnation. Take this Pro- 
poſition, as all Propoſitions morally unroerſal 
are to be taken, as meaning, that a natural 
Principle of Evil ſtill ſubſiſts in a Men, and 
that evil Thoughts and Deſires do freguentiy ariſe 
in the hearts of the beſt Men, and almoſt per- 


petually in the hearts of bad ones, and our own 


Conſciouſneſs and Experience will convince us 
of the truth of it. And indeed was it not for 
the intervention of the Divine Grace, more 
general and powerful perhaps than we are 
aware of, the Effects of this Depravation 
might be as bad as they were in the Antedilu- 
vian World, when every Imagination of the 
thoughts of the heart of Man were only evil conti- 
nually; fo evil, as to bring down a dreadful 
wh. wr upon the whole World. 


There i is yet another Rule which will be of 
great Uſe in determining the preciſe Senſe of 
any Article, which is, “ that we muſt obſerve 
“and have in our View what particular Opi- 
m_— ﬀ C2 t nion 


* 


(i 


| ||| || © nion it refers to, and is deſigned to guard 
10 <« againſt and correct.“ In many of the Arti- 
16 cles, the Errour is ſpecified, and we cannot miſ- 
0 underſtand them, if we know what the erro- 
* neous Doctrine is that they mean to condemn, 
Others have reſpect to erroneous Notions, 
which they are intended to oppoſe, though 
Ill they do not arraign them in form. You will 
Mill readily perceive that ſome of the Articles which 
| have been under our Conſideration are of this 
kind. But I ſhall mention one other in par- 
1 ticular, which may ſeem to ſtand in need of a 
lf ſatisfactory Explanation more than any of the 
reſt; I mean the 136, which treats of Works 
before Juſtification, and concludes them to have. 
the Nature of Sin. To explain this we muſt 
refer to the Notions which the Popiſh School- 
Divines had entertained upon this Subject. It 
was their Buſineſs to give all poſſible Efficacy 
to Works, in Diminution, as it was thought to 
be, of God's free Diſpenſation of Grace; in 
order to ſupport the Doctrine of Merit, of 
which the Church of Rome had made a very 
gainful, though ſhameful, Merchandiſe. To 
this Purpoſe they aſſigned a Degree of Merit, 
even to ſuch Works as did not proceed from a 
Faith in Chriſt, and gave them in Effect, a Title 
110k to Saving Grace, under the Diſtinction of ge 
Will Condigno and de Congruo, By this they meant, 


(22 ) 
that though Works without Faith, if confor- 
mable to the moral Rule, had not a Claim ix 
ric Juſtice to this Privilege, yet there was a 
Fitneſs in them which gave them an equitable = 
Title to it. In Oppoſition. to this Doctrine, 
our Reformers diſclaiming all Pretenſions to any 
Kind of Merit, which might in the leaſt dero- 
gate from the free and undeſerved Mercy of 
God diſplayed in the Work of Man's Salvation, 
do not allow any Works of the mere natural 
Man, independent of the Divine Grace, to have 
any Merit of Congruity in them, on which he 
might found any Pretenſions of a Title to the 
ſaving Grace of the Goſpel. And in this, I 
am perſyaded, they have the whole Tenour of- 
Scripture clearly on their Side.---But they go 
farther, and ſay, that they have not only no 
Plea of Merit but that they have the Nature 
© of Sin. To underſtand this, we muſt have 
| Recpurſe to that well-known and eſtabliſhed 
Maxim in Ethics, Virtus fit ex integro, Vittum 
aritur ex quolibet Dęfectu. In Works of mere 
Morality, a good Principle is neceſſary to de- 
| nominate any Action a good one; an evil Prin- 
| ciple will turn it into a vicious one, though 
the Action itſelf may be conformable in other 
Reſpects to the Moral Rule. It is the ſame in 
Religion as in Morality. And in the Works 
under our Conſideration there are manifeſt De- 


1 | folks, 


„ 


fefts, There is ſuppoſed to be in them a Want 
of a true Religious Principle, namely, a Senſe 
of Duty ariſing from a right Faith in God. 
They are conſidered as not proceeding from any 
Effect of the Divine Grace, but from the mere 
natutal Powers of a Man unjuſtified, and un- 
regenerate, under the Dominion of Sin, and 
not ſanctified from the Guilt of it. No Mo- 
ral Defe& is taken Notice of. They are not 
ſaid to have the Nature of Vice, in reſpect of 
the Moral Rule; but they are ſaid to have the 
Nature of Sin, in reſpect of the revealed Law 
of God; becauſe they do not proceed from a 
right Principhs of Duty ; * are not done as God 
«hath willed and commanded them to be 
„done; have no Intereſt in the Goſpel-Co- 
venant, but leave Men ſtill obnoxious to the 
Guilt and Puniſhment of their Sins. Had any 
Moraliſt ſaid, that any ſuppoſed Virtue, as de- 
fective in Moral Qualifications as theſe are in 
Religious ones, ſtill retained the Nature of a 
Vice, no one converſant in Ethics would have 
m the Truth of his Aſſertion. 


The Rules of Interpretation I have laid: dow 
will give to all the controverted Articles in ge- 
neral a Senſe ſo agreeable to the true Doctrines 
of the Scriptures, that no one who admits the 
latter can have any pretences to quarrel with 
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the former. Indeed we have too much reafon 


to think that the great Stumbling-block lies in 
the Scriptures thetnſelves, whoſe Authority is 
no. farther regarded than they can be made to 
countenance pre-conceived Opinions ; which 
they are perverted to do, even where the Lan- 


guage is clear and definitive, and cannot be 


forced into a complying Senſe without violating 
all the eſtabliſhed Rules of the Interpretation 
of any Writings whatſoever. The moſt of- 


fenſive Articles, I apprehend, are part of the 


if, the 2*, the 5 and the 86; three of which 
eſtabliſh the Doctrine of the Trinity, and the 
Divinity of the Son of the Holy Ghoſt ; and 
the laſt adopts the three Creeds; one of which 
in particular guards theſe Doctrines, chiefly; 
againſt the Miſrepreſentations of them by Aris 
and Sabellius. I (hall only ſay of them, what 
the 80 Article ſays, „that they may be proved 
* by moſt certain Warrants of Holy Scripture.” 


And the Preſumption in their favour is very 


ſtrong ; as they have been for Ages received; 
and are at this day received, by all Chriſtian 
Churches in the World. And when thoſe 
who are diſſatisfied with them can produce a 
Syſtem. of Faith in theſe points more conſonant 
to the Scriptures, and which is equally recon- 
cileable to the great Myſtery of Redemption, 
and is not chargeable with Conſequences more 


= in- 
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inconſiſtent with the true Principles of Scrip= | 
tural Chriſtianity than our own, which has 
never yet been done, it will then, and not till 


then, be time enough for us to exchange our 
Faith for theirs. | 


Let us now for our farther Satisfaction take 
a general View of that Syſtem of Faith which 
is contained in the Articles of our Church ; 
bearing in our Minds, „that their chief Aim is 
cc to give us right Notions of the COVENANT 
« OF GRACE, whereby we are intitled to the | 
« Blefiings of Redemption and Salvation, from 
tc the free and unmerited Mercy of God, thro' 
4c the Sacrifice of the Son of God, and by the 
« Intervention and Aſſiſtance of the Holy Spirit 
« of God, who alone can enable us to perform 
our part of the Covenant.” The Summary 
of it is this. l 


We believe in one God, and in all his infi- 
nite and adorable Attributes and Perfections. 
We believe in the Divinity of Chriſt the Son 
of God, who has the Name, the incommuni- 
cable Attributes, and the allmighty Powers of 
God expreſſly aſcribed to him in the Holy 
Scriptures. We believe likewiſe in the Divi- 
nity of the Holy Ghoſt, who is therein diſtin- 
guiſhed from the Father and the Son, has 


| -ake 


1C 
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the Eſſential Powers of the Godhead aſcribed 
to him, and has manifeſted himſelf to the 


World by his Divine Operations. 


And we 


receive theſe Scriptural Diſtinctions, not as 
communicating to us any real Knowledge of 
the incomprehen/ible Eſſence of the Godhead, 
but in perfect correſpondence with the Unity 
of the Divine Nature. 


We believe that the Son of God was incar- 
nate and made Man, poſſeſſed of all the Fa- 
culties, and ſubject to all the Infirmities of 
Human Nature, Sin only excepted ;---that the 
deſign of his coming into. the World was to 
redeem. Mankind from the Guilt and Puniſh- 
ment of Sin, to reſtore them to Divine favour, 
and make them Heirs of Immortality ;---that 
he fulfilled this gracious purpoſe. by offering. 


himſelf upon the Croſs as a full, perfect and 


ſufficient Sacrifice, Oblation and Satisfaction 
for all the Sins of the whole World ;---that 
we have no covenanted Claim to the benefits of 
this Sacrifice unleſs we believe in him, and 
receive, him as the Saviour of the World ; --- 
and that Mankind had no means of reconci- 
liation to their offended God by any exertion 
of their own Powers, but are ſaved from Wrath 


and Condemnation by him alone, 


_ 
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We believe this great Salvation to have been 
founded in the Original Depravity of human 
Nature, derived to all Men from the T ranſgreſ- 
fion of our firſt Parents; - and that this Evil 
Root is unavoidably productive of Evil Deeds; 
from the actual commiſſion of which the beſt 
Men are not entirely free, nor has any Man 


any thing to reſtrain him effectually, but the 


preventing and aſſiſting Grace of God. We 
do not aſſert that the Operations of Grace are 
inconſiſtent with the Freedom of Man i in the 
uſe of his natural Powers; but we are per- 
ſuaded that he never can uſe them ſo as to give 
him @ Claim or Title by the Goſpel- Covenant to 
Juſtification or the free Pardon of his Sins, but 
by the prevalence of Faith and the Aid of 
Grace. We believe that this Grace may be 
complied with or reſiſted, quenched and reco- 
vered by him, and that if it is finally with- 
drawn it is his own fault; the Co-operation 
of Man being, under every diſpenſation of 


Grace, ſo far neceſſary as to make him in ſtrict 
Juſtice accountable for his actions; which 
under a compulſive reſtraint, or necefilty, of | 


Action he cannot be. 


- 


From the contemplation of the unlimited 


Preſcience of God, and of the Rectitude of 
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his Judicial Proceedings, we believe that be 
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knows and has A from all Eternity, 
who ſhall or ſhall not be partakers of the Glo- 
ries of his future Kingdom. And we are per- 
ſuaded that Good Men may find abundant 
Conſolation in reflecting upon the unchange- 
able and righteous Judgements of the Almighty, 
whoſe Purpoſes will ſtand from everlaſting to 
everlaſting, and who is the ſame yeſterday and to 
day and for ever. But we believe at the ſame 
time that this Judgement muſt have a reſpect 
to the Qualifications of Perſons, and to a 
Conduct for which they are accountable. 
whom he did 40 forekndw,” them he alſo did pre- 
de /finate. Rom. 8. 29. And we utterly diſclaim 
and renounce the Poctrine of abſolute uncon- 
ditional Decrees, by which Some are created 
to be eternally happy, and Others eternally 
miſerable without any poſſibility of changing 
their Doom, having been ſhut out by an irre- 
verſible Decree ſubſiſting from all Eternity 
from the benefits of Chriſts Redemption ; we 
renounce it, I ſay, as a Doctrine full of Hor- 
rour and Blaſphemy. | 


Me receive God's ' Promiſes and Threats as 
they are generally propoſed to us in the Scrip- 
tures, and as they are the Sanctions of his 
Laws; leaving the Application of them to 
God, himſelf the righteous Judge of all. We 


| know the | Scriptures were not written to inform 


D 2 us 
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us © whether Many or Few ſhall be ſaved,” but 

< what We muſt do to be ſaved.” They have 

told us this; and our only concern is, © to 
« work out our own Salvation with fear and 

« trembling ; ;” a work which we can neither 

ſet about in earneſt or perform with Succeſs, 

unleſs the Grace of God . worketh in us both 

to will and to do according to his good plea- 

ſure. And we believe that this Grace which ts 
freely offered to all Men is within the reach of 
all in ſuch proportion and degree as will = ſave 

them from the Wrath to come,” if they will 

receive it, and ſuffer themſelves to be directed 

and aſſiſted by it's Secret and r a 


ences. 
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* It was not my Intention to treſpaſs upon 
your time in drawing out the whole Scheme In 
of the Chriſtian Faith as repreſented in our © 
Articles, or as it is guarded in them againſt e 
many pernicious and fundamental Errours. I Wi 
meant only to take notice of thoſe parts of the e 
Scheme, which the Articles have been ſome I 
times ſuppoſed to have been leſs happy in the e 
Explanation of. And if I have truly repre- W* 
| ſented the Senſe of them, which I am perſua- In 
ded in my own Mind that I have, I may with 
great truth and conßdence aſſert, that they 
contain a Syſtem of Doctrines, clear and in- 


telligible, and which no Chalk; who re 
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his Faith upon a rational and confiſtent Inter- 
pretation of the Scriptures, can have juſtre reaſon 
to — 


Tt is whth pleaſure and 1 pratitude we reflect 
that the late unconſtitutional attempts againſt 
the Articles of our Religion have not ſuc- 
ceeded ; which could be made with no other 
intent, if we ſuppoſe the Actors in them to 
have known what they were about, than to 
tear up the Eftabliſhment of this National 
Church, root and branch. No particular 
Congregation of Chriſtians can be formed or 
ſubſiſt without Unity of Opinion in what they 
deem the Eſſential points of Faith. An Efa- 
bliſhment without a Teſt is an abſurdity. Some 
Teſt there muſt be; and the queſtion is, 
whether that ſhall be retained which was for- 
med by thoſe to whom we'in a great meaſure 
owe the very Exiſtence of this Proteſtant 
Church, and who learned their Religion from 
the Scriptures, making their Appeal to them 
only for the truth of it ;---or whether another 
Teſt ſhall be adopted, which will let into the 
Church (if any Church can be ſuppoſed to 
remain) the moſt dangerous and powerful Ene- 
mies that true Scriptural Chriſtianity ever had ? 


„ Whether the Articles of our Church want 
any Reviſal muſt be eſe] to we Jong ment of our 
Supe- 


1) 
"ons to 1 who: if the Caſe re: 
* quires it, will conſider what may reaſonably 
be done to make the Senſe of them leſs liable 
to Miſtake or Miſrepreſentation, and what 
ought not to be done in Compliance with the 
Sceptical Humour of the preſent Age. When- 
ever the Times will ſuffer any thing of this 
kind to be brought upon the Carpet, without 
| manifeſt danger of introducing worſe diſorders 
into the Church and State too, than the 1 inten- 
ded 1 rovements, will rectifie or prevent; we 
truſt that the Work wall be committed to Men 
of Religion, Learning, Judgement and Tem- 
per, Who will be careful to ſtrengthen, and 
not to weaken the Fences of our eſtabliſhed 
Church ſo as to lay it open to Men of any Re- 
ligion or of no Religion at all*. It has had the 
Approbation and Praiſes of Perſons moſt diſtin- 
guiſhed for their Learning and Moderation in 
other Proteſtant Communities abroad: It. has 
5 hitherto been juſtly eſteemed the great Bulwark 
'of the Reformation: And we humbly rely on 
the good Providence. -of God, that whatever 
Alterations it may undergo, it will ever retain 
the Eſſential Doctrines and the Conſtitution 
_— truly primitive, e and Wee 
Church. 15115 TT 2 
* 14 Molle himſelf, for 88 3 have Subſcribed to 
the Teſt propoſed by the Petitioners, viz. in his own Allegori- 


Cual Senſe; without believing one Word of the! Hiſtorical Ac 
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